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to be royal authority. If, therefore. Royal Authority is a Gre?^ i 
Seal, it. confequently is in itfelf nothing; and a good Confth t 
tution would be of infinitely more value to the Nation, than what f 
the three Nominal Powers, as they now ftand, are worth. i 

The continual ule of the word ConJiituHon in the .Engliih Par- I 
liament, fiiews there is none ; and .that the whole is merely a f 
form of Government without a Conftitution, andconuituting .it- | 
felf with what powers it pleafes. Ifthere w^ere. a Conftitution, it 
certainly could’ be referred to ; and the debate on any conftitu- [ 
tional point, would terminate by producing the Conftitution. • 
.One member fays. This is Coiiftitution ; and another faysy 'That I 
is Conftitution — To-day it is one thing; and to-morrow, it is P 
fomething elfe^ — while the maintaining the debate proves there is i 
none. Conftitution is now the* cant word of Parliament, tuning | 
itfelf to* the ear of the Nation. .‘Formerly it was the zim^erjal I 
fupnmacy of Parliameni^xh^ omnipotence ’\>f pMiiiame7it : Birt dince | 
the progrefs of Libe^rty in Franccv-.thofe phrafes have a defpotie j 
harfhnefs in their notej and the Englifti Parliament have catched f 
the fafhion from the National Afifembly,’ buf without the fubftance, \ 
©f. {peaking of Conftitution, \ 

As the prefe- t generation of perplein England did not make the ( 
Government, they arc not accountable for any of its defeats; 
but that fooner or later it muft come into their hands to undergo 
a conftirutional Reformation, is as certain as tiiat the fame thing j 
has happened in hrance. If France, with a . revenue of nearly “ 
tuentv-iour millions fterlin , with an extent -of rich and fertile 
country above four times larger than England,. with a p pnlation 
of twenty- four millions of inhabitants to fupport taxation^ with 
upwards of ninety millions fterling oi gold and- filver circulating 1 
in the nation, and with a debt lefs than the prefen t debt of Eng- 
land — ftill found it neceftarv, from whatever eaufe, to conie tg 
a fettlement of its affairs, it .folves the problem of iunding for both ; 
countries. ’ ' . 

It is out of the queftion to fay lidw long what is called- the Englifn 
conftitution has iafted, and to argue from thence hov/ long , it is , 
to iaft‘; the queftion is, how long can die funding lyhem laft? ■ 
It is a thing but of modern invehrion, and has not yet contmued 
beyend thedife of a man ; yet in that Ihort fpace it has far ac- 
cumulated, that, toge.ther with the current expcnces, it requires an 
amount of taxes at ieaft equal to the whole landed rental of the 
nation in acres to defray the annual expeniiiture. That a govern- 
ment could not always have gone on by the fame fyftem which i 
has been followed for the laft feventy years, muft be evident to every j 
man ; and tor the fame reafon it cannot always go on. . ^ 

The funding fyftem is not money ; neitlier is it, properly fpeak- 
ing, credit. It in effe6t creates^ upon paper the fum which it 
appears to borroWi anddays on a tax to keep the imaginary capital ; 
alive by the payment:of mtereft, and fends the annuity t;.» market, 
to be foldTor paper akeady'- in circulation. If any credit is given, 
it is to the difpoiition of the people to pay. the tax, and not to the f’ 
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inftance of France under the former Government, fliews that it is 
impoftible to compel the payment of taxes by force, when a whole 
nation is determined to take its ftand upon that ground.* 

Mr. Burke, in his review of the finances of Fiance, ftates the 
quantity of gold and filver in France, at about eighty-eight millions 
fterling. In doing this, he has, I prefume, divided by the differ- 
ence of exchange, inftead of the ftandard of twenty- fou r livres to 
a pound fterling; for M, NeckaFs ftatement, from which Mr. 
Burke'S is taken, is t-^vo ihoufmd tnvo hundred millions of livres^ 
which is upwafds of ninety-one millions and an half fterling. 

M. Neckar in France, and Mr. George Chalmers of the Office 
of Trade and Plantation in England, of which Lord Hawkefbury 
isprefident, pubiifhed nearly about the fame time ( 1786 ) an ac- 
count of the quahtity of money in each nation, from the returns 
of the Mint of each nation. Mr. Chalmers, from the returns of 
the Englifti Mint at the Tower of London, ftates the quantity of 
money in England, including Scotland and Ireland, to be twenty 
millions fterling'*. 

M. Neckar t fays, that the amount of money in France, recoined 
from the old coin which was called in, was two thoufand five hun- 
dred millions of livres, (upwards of one hundred and four millions 
fterling) ; and, after deducing for wafte, and what may be in the 
Weft Indies, and other poffible circumftances, ftates the circulation 
quantity at home, to be ninety-one millions and an half fterling ; 
but, taking it as Mr. Burke has put it, it is fixty-eight millions 
more than the national quantity in England. 

That the -quantity of money in France cannot be under this fum, 
may at once be feen from the ftate of the French Revenue, with- 
out referring to the records of the French Mint for proofs. The 
revenue of France prior to the Revolution, was nearly twenty-four 
millions .fterling; and as paper had then no exiftence in. Fnmce, 
the whole revenue was colleded upon gold and filver ; and it would 
have been impoifible to have collefted fuch a quantity of revenue 
upon a lefs national quantity than M. Neckar has ftated. Before 
the eftabliihment of paper in England, the revenue was about a 
fourth part of the national amount of gold and filver, as may be 
known by referring to the revenue prior to King William, and the 
quantity of money ftated to be in the nation at that time, which 
was nearly as much as it is now. 

It can be of no real fervice to a Nation, to impofe upon itfelf, 
or to permit itfelf to be impofed upoa ; but the prejudices o*f fome, 
and the impofition of others, have always reprefented France as a 
nation poffdfingbut little money — whereas the quantity is not only 
more than tour times what the quantity is in England, but is con- 
fiderably greater on a proportion of numbers. To account for this 

* See Ejiimate of the Comparati've Strength of Great Britain, by G. Chal- 
mers. 

f See Adminiftation of the Finances of France, Vob III. by M. Neckar. 
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jtvernment which lays it on. When this difpofition expires 
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